From: Schultz, Adam

Sent: Friday, May 10, 2013 3:56 PM

Cc: Schultz, Adam

Subject: R.11-05-005: Follow-up questions to Small-scale Bioenergy workshop held on 5/2

To all parties on the service list for R.11-05-005 (3 of 3):

On May 2, 2013, Energy Division staff held a workshop to review and seek informal input from parties on

a draft consultant study titled, “Small-scale Bioenergy: Resource Potential, Costs, and Feed-in Tariff
Implementation Assessment.” The draft study and the accompanying draft LCOE Model are both found
online here (Recent Updates > April 9, 2013):
http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/PUC/energy/Renewables/index.htm.

As a follow-up to the workshop, Energy Division staff now offers the opportunity for parties to file

additional informal comments on the following:

(1)

(2)

(3)

Resource Potential. Several parties identified, both at the workshop and in pre-workshop
written comments, alternative public sources of data (including potential constraints on
resources) and/or alternative assumptions or methodologies that might better inform the
consultant study’s quantification of the state’s potential of SB 1122-eligible resources. If you
have identified such a source and/or alternative assumption or methodology, please provide:
a) A description of the source, assumption, or methodology that explains how
incorporation of that information would have a material impact on the resource
potential already identified in the draft consultant study;
b) A citation to a public source of the data or justification for the alternative assumption or
methodology, preferably including a direct website link or attaching a PDF; and,
c) Ajustification, if providing alternative assumptions or methodologies, for why
alternative approach or methodology to quantify resources is more appropriate than
what has been utilized by the current draft consultant study.

Cost Estimates. Several parties also identified, again both at the workshop and in pre-workshop
written comments, alternative public estimates of the levelized cost of electricity (LCOE) of
various SB 1122-eligible projects, or public sources of data that impact some component of the
LCOE estimates (e.g., feedstock cost, transportation cost, etc.). If you have identified this type of
data, please provide:

a) A description of the information presented that explains how incorporation of the new
information would have a material impact on the LCOE estimates already provided in
the draft consultant study;

b) A citation to a public source of the data, preferably including a direct website or
attaching a PDF; and,

¢) Anindication that the information provided reflects actual costs.

LCOE Model. Several parties also indicated, again both at the workshop and in pre-workshop
written comments, a desire to see refinements to the draft LCOE Model (Excel) that was used to
inform the cost estimates in the draft consultant study. A link to the LCOE Model is provided this


http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/PUC/energy/Renewables/index.htm

e-mail but the file is locked so that it cannot be edited directly. If you have identified specific
refinements that would improve the LCOE Model, please provide in written form:
a) A description of how the proposed refinement of the LCOE Model would have a
material impact on the LCOE estimates provided in the draft consultant study; and,
b) A written guide that clearly identifies which Cell should be modified, how it should be
modified, and why.

For (1) and (2) above, please clearly indicate with a bold + underlined heading whether the source of
data or alternative assumption/methodology pertains to which of the following categories: (1) biogas
from wastewater treatment, municipal organic waste diversion, food processing, and codigestion, (2)
dairy and other agricultural bioenergy, or (3) bioenergy using byproducts of sustainable forest
management.

Any party seeking to file responses to the above must do so by Friday, June 14, 2013. Responses should
be limited to 10 pages. Responses filed to the above will be done so informally, and as such should not
be filed on the docket for R.11-05-005. As with the informal pre-workshop comments, however, parties
should e-mail their responses to the e-mail service list for R.11-05-005 and should copy
adam.schultz@cpuc.ca.gov

Please note that Energy Division staff is not seeking additional input at this time on the feed-in tariff
(FIT) implementation assessment presented in the draft consultant study, or on any of the issues raised
by parties in pre-workshop comments or at the workshop on this implementation assessment. There will
be additional opportunities to provide input on implementation of the SB 1122 statute at a future date.

For any questions, please contact Adam Schultz at 415-703-2692 / adam.schultz@cpuc.ca.gov
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